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Dear Sir: 

In response to the office action dated February 23, 2007, the 
applicant requests review of the legal and factual basis of the 
final rejection in the above-identified patent application. This 
review being requested because of clear errors in the examiner's 
rejections and the examiner's omission of essential elements need 
for a prima facie rejection. This request is accompanied by a 
Notice of Appeal submitted concurrently herewith. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-16 are pending where Claims 1 and 9 are independent. 
In the final office action, the examiner rejected all of the claims 
on the basis of the identical rejections as in the previous office 
action dated July 13, 2007. The most recent listing of claims is 
provided in the applicant's response dated November 13, 2006. 

In short, the gist of the instant invention is a guest data 
management method and apparatus for a navigation system in which 
the navigation system includes the guest database specifically 
designed to store the information regarding the guest, the 
destination where the guest traveled with the user in the past, 
etc. Unlike the data management method in the conventional 
navigation system in which the information concerning the previous 
destinations of the user is stored in the database for later use, 
one of the unique aspects of the present invention is to store the 
information on the guests rather than the user to easily find the 
best way to entertain the guest. 

In response to the office action dated July 13, 2006, . the 
applicant has amended Claims 1 and 9 to clarify that (1) the guest 
database stores at least information on names of guests and 
.destinations associated with the guests, (2) the information in the 
guest database is created by the user, and (3) the user is a person 
who uses the navigation system and the guest is a person who is 
entertained and went to the destination with the user. The 
distinction between the user and the guest in the above feature (3) 
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was necessary because the examiner ignores that the information 
stored in the database is directed to the guests and also ignores 
the difference between the user and the guests. 

Notwithstanding this response, the final office action dated 
February 23, 2007 repeats the previous rejection with no 
substantive changes in the explanation of the rejection. The 
examiner failed to show any prima facie evidence that supports the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). In fact, none of the cited 
references show, either explicitly or inherently, the claimed 
element that the database stores the "names of the guests and 
destinations associated with the guests". In the final office 
action, at page 4, item 7, the examiner states that the cited 
Brunts reference shows the system which "has information on one of 
the plurality memory cards or one of the category or directly 
created by the user in a memory card, the user can edit the 
information on names of guests and on destinations associated with 
the guests . " 

Namely, the examiner's logic is that since the cited Brunts 
reference shows a memory card, a user can create the database of 
the present invention by editing the information in the memory card 
which may be names of guests, etc. In reality, the cited Brunts 
reference does not show anywhere the idea of storing the 
information on the "name of the quests" and the "destinations 
associated with the guests" in the database, which are essential to 
the present invention. Thus, there is a clear error in the 
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examiner's rejection and the examiner's omission of essential 
elements need for a prima facie rejection. 

In conclusion, in view of the arguments presented in the 
response dated November 13, 2006 and the supplemental arguments 
presented herein, the applicant submits that the final office 
action dated February 23, 2007 fails to set forth prima facie 
rejections for the claims of the present invention. Accordingly, 
the applicant respectfully request a finding that the application 
is allowed on the existing claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 



MURAMATSU & ASSOCIATES 




Y<aa5uo Muramatsu 
Registration No. 38,684 
114 Pacifica, Suite 310 
Irvine, CA 92618 
(949) 753-1127 
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